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Planning and Development Department
Current Planning Division
Development Services Center

731 South Fourth Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101

July 17, 2006

To Whom It May Concern:

Please deny the rezoning request ZON 14308; the General Plan Amendment,
GPA 14304; the Variance , GAr 14309; and the Site Development Plan
Review, SDR 14306.

This area is zoned R-3 on the master plan and should not be changed to
medium density. There is already too much traffic on Rainbow Road, too
many houses to add 68 Condos to the area. We urge you to please deny

these requests! Thank you.

Conl s MM
Earl and Audney Somerville

6817 Painted Canyon Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89130



17 July 2006

To: Planning and Development Department
Current Planning Division

Development Services Center

731 South Fourth Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

From: Richard Paul Vandenberg, Trustee
RPV Trust

6512 Echo Crest Ave.

Las Vegas Nevada, 89130

Re: Case: GPA-14304
SDR-14306
VAR-14309

I hereby strongly object to the proposed actions contained in the above referenced cases, and plan to attend
the Planning Commission meeting set for 6:00 pm, July 27, 2006.

I purchased my property on July 1,1996, Because the subdivision had R-1 zoning with only single story
homes. It is a nice quiet area which will be harmed by multiple-family densities and multiple-car parking
lots. My rear lot line is located entirely on the rear lot line of the referenced property. My neighbor to the
south abuts the balance of the referenced property.

Multiple-family zoning should remain west of Rainbow Boulevard.

Sincerely,

Richard Paul Vandenberg, Trustee



5108 Back Street
Las Vegas, NV 89130-1809
17 July 2006

‘P lanning and Development Department
< urrent Planning Division

T evelopment Services Center

77 31 South Fourth Street

I _as Vegas, NV 89101

Subject: Written Objections Related To:
GPA-14304
ZON-14308
SDR-14306
VAR-14309

IDear Sirs:

I respectfully request you disapprove this project for the following reasons:

1. GPA-14304

A. The surrounding area of this proposed project is comprised of single
family residences located on large lots, some up to an acre in size.

B. The homes adjacent and near this project are primarily single story homes.
Multiple floor buildings would not be in keeping with the design of the
area.

C. Increasing the density of this area will put additional burdens on the local
fire and police stations,

D. There is a child care center immediately adjacent to the proposed project
which could be adversely affected by increased traffic flow and noise in

the area.

with a 45 mph speed limit in that area.
G. The majority of the public, who attending the community meeting of 15
June 2006, at the Santa Fe Hotel & Casino, did not support this project.



Subject: Written Objections

H. The project presenter stated the public comments would be submitted to
the project developer and a future community meeting would be
conducted to share new project designs, but apparently was not the
intention.

I. This proposed project does not fit the Centennial Hills Section of the
Master Plan and will detract from the surrounding area.

2. ZON-14308
A. Same as above.

3. SDR-14306
A. A the community meeting of 15 June 2006, at the Santa Fe Hotel &

Casino, the project presenter did not mention to the attending public that
there would be any requests for waivers of the required perimeter
landscape buffer. In fact, the project presenter emphasized the fact that
there would be significant landscape buffers, particularly adjacent to the
immediate properties to serve as a as a barrier between properties.

B. Without landscape buffers, residents in the immediately adjacent
properties to the proposed project will lose all aspects of privacy.

4. VAR-14309
A. At the community meeting of 15 June 2006, at the Santa Fe Hotel &

Casino, the project presenter did not mention to the attending public that
there would be any requests for variances from the required setbacks. In
fact, the project presenter emphasized the fact that there would be
significant setbacks which would contribute to the maintenance of the
privacy of the residents of the adjacent properties.

B. Without proper setbacks, the privacy of the adjacent residential property
owners will be significant compromised.

Respectfully,

M/&%Mg

Donald S. Rennie, RN
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July 26, 2006

City of Las Vegas

Planning & Development Department
Current Planning Division

Flinn Fagg, Manager

Inre: Objection to GPA-14304, ZON-14308 and VAR-14309 and SDR-14306

Dear City Personnel:

As the property owner of 18.66 gross acres located at the southwest comer of Ann Road
and Rebecca, PN II, Inc, dba Pulte Homes Las Vegas, formally objects to the
aforementioned zoning applications.

As the City knows, Pulte was recently approved to build 78 detached single family homes
on 18.66 gross acres just north of the applicant’s proposed site at a density of 4.11
dwelling units per acre.

"The applicant’s property currently resides in a RE district which allows a maximum
density of 3.59 dwelling units per acre. The proposed 68 condominiums would create
density exceeding 19 units per acre: almost five times the density that was recently
awarded to the Pulte community just north.

Pulte seriously questions the merit or value of this proposed project insofar as it
significantly challenges the rural aspects of the area and fails to maintain the larger
detached home feel of the entire corridor. At minimum, the applicant’s density must be
significantly reduced to a level more in keeping with the existing area.

Very Truly Yours,
Craig Chemney, esq.
Pulte Homes Las Vegas

702-914-3035 phone
702-914-4997 fax

24-37
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July 26, 2006
VIA FACSIMILE
702-474-0352

Las Vegas Planning Commission
City of Las Vegas

400 Stewart Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zoning Case Numbers: GPA-14304, ZON-14309, and SDR-14306

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you regarding the above referenced zoning case numbers as |
reside at 6550 West Hammer Lane. | am speaking out to voice my opposition for
the proposed condominium project associated with these case numbers, and ask
that you accept this letter as my formal objection to this project.

This project falls within the boundary of the recently adopted Rural Neighborhood
Preserve and feel this project is way to dense for the surrounding area that is
currently zoned RE. | furthermore more feel that the request to encroach on the
existing development by allowing a setback waiver, of 10-foot sides and 23-rear
yard where the Code requires 87 feet, is inappropriate for the area. It is also my
concern that the increased traffic would negatively impact the area as well.

| would however support a project that did not have such a high density on the
3.52 acres. | would support a project that more closely resembles the
development surrounding the area. | understand that land is at a premium and
that development is inevitable, but don't feel a density of 19.31 du/acre, in this
case is beneficial.

Thank you for your consideration of my request.

Respectiully,

renda A. Hicks

Homeowner
702.655.5874

R

237
ﬁ
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5108 Back Street
Las Vegas, NV 89130-1809
1 September 2006

Planning and Development Department
Current Planning Division
Development Services Center

ATTN: Doug Rankin

731 South Fourth Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Subject: Written Objections Related To:
GPA-14304

Dear Sir:

Thank you for the opportunity to file my written objections related to the proposed
project at 5300 North Rainbow Boulevard (APN125-35-201-006) as described in GPA-

14304.
I respectfully request you disapprove this project for the following reasons:

A. The surrounding area of this proposed project is comprised of single
family - single storey residences, located on large lots, up to an acre in
size. This is congruent with the Centennial Hills section of the
developmental master plan for the area.

B. Increasing the density of this area will put additional burdens on the local
fire and police stations.

C. There is a child care center immediately adjacent to the proposed project
which could be adversely affected by increased traffic flow and noise in
the area.

D. Depending on which elementary school would be assigned to this project,
the addition of 42 condominium units would add an additional burden on
the already stressed local elementary schools of Joe Neal and Eamst May.

E. The addition of 42 condominium units would significant increase the
traffic flow along North Rainbow Boulevard including egress onto a road
with a 45 mph speed limit in that area.

Respectfully Submitted,
D;%ennie, PhD, RN
5
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July 19, 2006

Planning and Development Department
Current Planning Division

Development Services Center 75 1] 10 TR
731 South Fourth Street Al L
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Subject: Applications for:  Rezoning ZON-14308 {[ L ikl
General Plan Amendment GPA-14304 o
Variance-14309
Site Development Plan Review SDR-14306

My wife and I own and reside at 6513 Echo Crest Avenue and our property is directly adjacent to the property
at 5300 Rainbow Blvd for which the subject applications were made.

We appreciate and agree with the recommendation for denial made by the Current Planning Division Staff for
these applications.

We further wish to state our strenuous objection to any consideration of approval of any of these subject
applications. It is our understanding that the applications are for a 68 multi-story condominium development,
without garages, to be positioned around the exterior of the property.

We object for the following reasons:

1) Single-family residences that are zoned as R-1 or R-E surround this property. This proposed
development is not consistent with the existing residential neighborhood or the master plan for
development.

2) All present property owners will experience a substantial loss in the value of their residences if this
proposed development is allowed to proceed.

3) All planning of the infrastructure is based on the master plan for development. If high-density
developments like this are allowed, all services will be overloaded including all utility services,
roadways, schools, police and fire protection and health services. The growth in this area has already
overloaded our schools, hospital emergency rooms and the water system. The roadways in these
neighborhoods were not designed to take this kind of high-density development.

4) All of the existing residences adjacent to this proposed development in my area have spent considerable
time and monies in the improvement of their properties by installing pools, patios and landscaping. We
will loose our privacy in our own back yards if this multi-story development is allowed.

5) The Planning Commission has a history of denying any rezoning or variances not consistent with a
minimum of R-1 zoning for all prior developments.

Finally all other residences in the area would experience a large financial loss and a lower quality of life if these
applications were approved.

We wish to thank the staff for their recommendation of denial for all these applications and express our desire
that the Planning Commission follow the staff recommendations.
Bruce Gardella

Sincerely,
/ /M% ¥ 6513 Echo Crest Ave ;

# L 89130
Bruce R. Gardella : i “EIeI#V -;?" 37

CASE #

CC: StevenD. Ross, Ward 6 Councilman PCMTG 727 57,




on July 27th we believe that our voice needs to be heard.
GPA—14304, ZON—14308, VAR-14309 & SDR-1430¢
APPLICANT/OWNER& BRUCE A. AND JULIE A. KHALILZADEGAN

Request tq amend a portion of the Centennial Hills Sector Plan of the

Plan FRoM: R (RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) TO: M (MEDTUM DENSITY

RESIDENTIAL)
Request for a Variance TO ALLOW A RESIDENTIAL ADJACENCY SETBACK OF 10 i
FEET

IN THE SIDE YARD AREA AND 23 FEET IN THE REAR YARD WHERE 87 FEET IS THE !

MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED !

Request for 3 Site Development Plap Review FOR p PROPOSED 68-UNIT !
CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENT AND A WAIVER OF PERIMETER LANDSCAPE BUFFER

REQUIREMENTS.

Name Address Signature
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